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Player is represented by a state vector in H4 = H2 ⊗H2,
spanned by {|aFMi 〉 ⊗ |aSMj 〉}.
FM action is asscoiated with the planes |aFMC 〉 ⊗ |aSMj 〉 and
|aFMD 〉 ⊗ |aSMj 〉.
SM action is asscoiated with the planes |aFMi 〉 ⊗ |aSMC 〉 and
|aFMj 〉 ⊗ |aSMD 〉.
In H4 we have 2 orthogonal planes BC en BD .
Bundle of planes spanned by BC and BD , contains the planes
associated with belief measurement.
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